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Abstract:
              The study aimed to reach elements of the environment incubator for university research 
projects, and identify the nature of the research projects at universities. To achieve this, a Delphi 
research method was used to identify the views of experts in the elements of the environment 
incubator for research projects at Egyptian universities, in three successive rounds. The study ended 
to provide future vision for the elements of the environment incubator for research projects in 
Egyptian universities in the light of the views of experts.
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